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COMMENTS ON OPPOSITIONS TO PETITIONS FOR RECONSIDERATION

MCI WorldCom Inc. ("MCI WorldCom") files these comments in reply to the

Oppositions to Petitions for Reconsideration filed by AT&T Wireless Services, Inc.

("AT&T"), the Cellular Telecommunications Industry Association ("CTIA") and the

Telecommunications Resellers Association ("TRA") in the matter ofthe Memorandum

Opinion and Order in this proceeding. 1

AT&T claims the wireless industry has set an "extremely rigorous,,2 deployment

schedule to meet the November 24, 2002 wireless LNP deadline, yet neither it nor any

carrier in the wireless industry has publicly committed to a schedule with identifiable

milestones like individually identified wireline carriers did. Despite its "rigorous" plans,

AT&T nonetheless opposes any of the reasonable reporting requirements suggested by

MCI WorldCom that would alert the Commission and the North American Numbering

1 Cellular Telecommunications Industry Association's Petition for Forbearance from Commercial
Mobile Radio Services Number Portability Obligations, Memorandum Opinion and Order, wr Docket No.
98-229, CC Docket No. 95-116 (adopted February 8, 1999; reI. February 9, 1999).
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Council to problems or foot-dragging by individual carriers. AT&T opposes the

reinstatement of the March 2000 LNP implementation deadline for wireless carriers as

well as any suggestion that wireless carriers participate in number pooling prior to full

wireless LNP. AT&T further claims that wireless LNP is not needed to protect

consumers, or to insure just, reasonable and not unreasonably discriminatory rates.

CTIA also opposes any reporting requirements. According to CTIA, the

Commission has since recognized that the value of number portability to wireless

consumers may have been overstated. 3 Further, CTIA says that any consideration of

wireless LNP forbearance should ignore any number exhaust or number conservation

issues.

AT&T and CTIA have it wrong. As specified in the MCI WoridCom petition,

there is no evidence that the wireless industry was working toward implementation ofthe

prior deadlines. Indeed, there was evidence to the contrary. A deployment schedule with

milestones is needed to insure wireless LNP implementation moves forward.

The value ofwireless LNP to protect consumers and increase all forms of wireless

competition continues to grow. The Commission has never strayed from the position that

competition and choice are the best protection for consumers. Wireless LNP will become

even more critical for consumers with future Commission initiatives such as calling party

pays. There is no basis for the Commission to disregard the importance of the wireless

industry in number optimization efforts. Wireless carriers obtain blocks often thousand

numbers, and the number exhaust crisis facing the Commission derives from area code

exhaust, not individual telephone number assignment as wireless carriers would have

3 CTIA Opposition to Petitions for Reconsideration.
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regulators think. Telephone number utilization is a banner waved by the wireless industry

to try to sidestep its role in being part of the solution ofefficient number administration.

The NANPA (North American Numbering Plan Administrator) number exhaust study

showed that with the participation of all carriers numbering plan expansion could be

delayed for quite a few years. Further, it is undeniable that in area code jeopardy and

rationing situations the ability of all carriers to take one thousand numbers instead of ten

thousand number blocks will stave off exhaust.

Obviously, public reporting requirements commit carriers to action, and that's the

rub for AT&T and CTIA. For the reasons given, MCI WorldCom urges the Commission

to require a public deployment schedule with milestones and to grant TRA's and MCI

WorldCom's petitions to reinstate the March 31, 2000 deadline for wireless LNP

implementation.

Anne F. La Lena
Henry G. Hultquist

1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

(202) 887-3847

Date: July 8, 1999
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